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DETAILED ACTION 

It is noted that claim 5 is dependant off of a cancelled claim, however, for this action 
only claim 5 will be treated as if it was dependant off of claim 1 . 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 5, the 
phrase "the form" should be replaced with "a form". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1 -3 and 5-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

On line 6 of claim 1 , the phrase "circumferential collar" is unclear. In order to be 
considered circumferential, the collar must extend around the entire circumference. 
Looking at Figure 3, the edge adjacent to items 8 and 9 makes up a portion of the 
circumference but does not incorporate any of the structure labeled 6. Braunbach et al. 
disclose a collar that is a circumferential collar. 

Claim 5 is dependant off of a cancelled claim. 

With regards to claims 7 and 8, the phrase "connecting elements" is unclear. It is 
uncertain if these connecting elements represent the same structure as the connecting 
elements now disclosed in claim 1 . 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-3 and 5-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Braunbach et al. (5,678,314) in view of Fushiya et al. (D326,399) and EP 1428636. 
See Appendix A for examiner added reference numerals. Braunbach et al. disclose the 
invention, with regards to claim 1 , including a base plate for a circular saw (1 1 ) 
comprised of a metal sheet (Column 5 lines 34-39), a plurality of reinforcing elements 
that protrude out from a plane of the metal sheet (Fig. 2), at least one of the reinforcing 
elements is embodied in the form of a lateral stop surface (650), another of the 
reinforcing elements is configured as an additional collar surrounding an opening having 
a second connecting element (975), and having attaching elements that protrude out 
from the plane and are capable for fastening the base plate to a miter angle (800), and 
the metal sheet is configured as a stamped and bent metal sheet (Column 5 lines 34- 
39), and the entire base plate is embodied in one piece (11). 

In regards to claims 6, 7, and 9, Braunbach et al. disclose another of the plurality 
of reinforcing elements is embodied in the form of a crease (700), projections (900) and 
a threaded dome (950) for guiding and positioning a parallel cutting guide (15), a guide 
channel (70), and a stamping and bending process (Column 5 lines 34-39). 
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However, with regards to claims 1, 3, 7, and 8, Braunbach et al. fail to disclose 
the metal sheet is an aluminum alloy, the collar having a first connecting element, 
connecting elements for an angle adjustment and the connecting elements have bores 
that define a rotation axis for an angle adjustment. 

Fushiya et al. teach it is old and well known in the art of circular saw base plates 
to incorporate the collar having a first connecting element (Fig. 1), connecting elements 
for an angle adjustment (Fig. 2) and the connecting elements have bores that define a 
rotation axis for the angle adjustment (Fig. 1 ). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to have provided Braunbach 
et al. with the connecting elements, as taught by Fushiya et al., to allow the user to 
adjust the angle of the saw and because all claimed elements were known in the prior 
art and one skilled in the art could have combined the elements as claimed by known 
methods with no change in their respective function and the combination would have 
yielded predictable results. 

EP 1428636 teaches that it is old and well known in the art of power tool base 
plates to incorporate an aluminum alloy (lines 1-2 of [0032]). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to have 
provided Braunbach et al. with an aluminum alloy base, as taught by EP 1428636, to 
reduce the weight and because all claimed elements were known in the prior art and 
one skilled in the art could have combined the elements as claimed by known methods 
with no change in their respective function and the combination would have yielded 
predictable results. 
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With regards to claims 2 and 5, Braunbach et al. in view of EP 1428636 disclose 
the invention but are silent with respect to thickness dimensions. However, it is clear 
that the thickness of Braunbach et al. would be on the same order as the claim 
thicknesses. On page 6 of the specification, applicant states "stamped components 
typically require material thicknesses of greater than 5mm". However the word 
"typically" allows one to interpret the fact that typical thicknesses are above 5mm but 
could be below 5mm (i.e. 3mm). In light of this and EP 1428636 clearly discloses that 
weight of the base plate is an issue (lines 1-2 of [0032]), one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have clearly reduced the thickness for another way of reducing the weight of the 
base. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate a 3mm thickness, since it has been held that where 
the general conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum 
or workable ranges involves only routine skill in the art. In reAller, 105 USPQ 233. 
Also, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill to experiment with 
reduced/increased thicknesses to be able to perform specific intended uses better. 
Also, it is noted that there are a limited number of thicknesses available that could be 
used for a base plate to a person of ordinary skill in the art. It would have been obvious 
to try/experiment with all dimensions within the range of limited choices. The claim 
would have been obvious because a person of ordinary skill has good reason to pursue 
the known options within technical grasp. If this leads to the anticipated success, it is 
likely the product is not of innovation but of ordinary skill and common sense. In this 
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case, it is common sense to reduce the thickness to reduce the weight or to use less 
material in the manufacturing of the base plate. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -3 and 5-9 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Item 975 of Appendix A, has a 
collar which is just the inner rim of the hole. No structure of the collar is disclosed and 
therefore, the inner rim is considered a collar. 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason Daniel Prone whose telephone number is 
(571)272-4513. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5:00 (M-F). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Boyer D. Ashley can be reached on (571) 272-4502. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

20 November 2008 
/Jason Daniel Prone/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3724 
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